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SEWER

INTRODUCTION ~ GAP -
CSOS&E >Discharge of WWTP bypass

»Intense rainfall events: activation of Combined Sewer Overflows (CSOs) and Bypass p —— * Volumes released by wet-weather discharges of an entire sewer system _ \ .

of the WWTP (BP) o

“Good” ecological and chemical status in natural waters required by 2027 \\ »>Environmental chronic risk assessment caused by wet-weather discharges

L AIM OF THE WORK

WWTP 1. Which discharge and class of pollutants pose the highest environmental chronic risk?

>Wet-weather discharges: major cause of degradation of surface water quality
compared to WWTP effluent,? including chronic risk for micropollutants?

»Concentration of (micro-)pollutants in wet-weather discharges: large variability in
time and space?

P — 2. How can different choices in the risk assessment procedure affect the result?
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Worst one during wet-weather
» Wet-weather discharges, and CSOs in particular, should not be neglected to properly address
chronic environmental risk




